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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The Office withdraws the previous rejections of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 

§1 03(a), in light of the amendment. However, the Office has set forth new rejections 
under 35 U.S.C. §§101 and 103(a), in light of the amendment. 

Response to Arguments 

2. No new arguments were submitted with the RCE. The previous arguments are 
moot in light of the new rejections. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

3. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
1/16/2006 has been entered. 
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5. Claim 9 is objected to because of the following informalities: The word "thereof 
in line 3 is misspelled. Appropriate correction is required. 

6. Claim 16 is objected to because of the following informalities: The word "value" 
in line 10 is misspelled. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

7. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

8. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

To be statutory, a claimed computer-related process must either: (A) result in a 
physical transformation outside the computer for which a practical application is either 
disclosed in the specification or would have been known to a skilled artisan, or (B) be 
limited to a practical application with useful, concrete and tangible result. 

A practical application can be either physical transformation or a useful, concrete 
and tangible result. 
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Independent claim 1 is directed to software per se (i.e., software systems). The 
claim lacks the necessary physical articles or objects to constitute a machine or a 
manufacture within the meaning of 35 USC 101 . It is clearly not a series of steps or 
acts to be a process nor are they a combination of chemical compounds to be a 
composition of matter. As such, the claim fails to fall within a statutory category, and is, 
at best, functional descriptive material perse (i.e., functional descriptive material that is 
not tangibly embodied). The two recitations of "memory device" in the preamble are not 
positive recitations, and are thus given no weight in determining whether the claim is 
statutory under 35 USC §101 . The Office interprets the "memory device" of lines 3-4 as 
memory for storing records that are accessed by the graphical user interface (GUI), and 
the "system" to which the GUI belongs (in line 3) as a software system. 

Claims 2-16 and 18-19 depend upon claim 1, and do not correct the deficiencies 
of that claim. These claims are likewise rejected. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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10. Claims 1-16 and 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Marlin et al. (US Patent No. 5,778,377 filed Nov. 4, 1994 and issued 
Jul. 7, 1998, hereafter referred to as "Marlin") view of Akifuji et al. (US Patent No. 
6,853,974 filed Aug. 29, 1999 and issued Feb. 8, 2005, hereafter referred to as 
"Akifuji"). 

Regarding independent claim 1: Marlin teaches A graphical user interface 
(GUI) for specifying an action which modifies a value of a record field that is 
common to records belong to a set thereof stored in a memory device, the 
graphical user interface belonging to a system which has access to the memory 
device, executes queries which return records belonging to the set, and 
generates and responds to the graphical user interface, (See Marlin Abstract, 
discussing a graphical user interface [GUI] for database manipulations.) and the 
graphical user interface comprising: a window in the graphical user interface, the 
window displaying a table wherein the record field whose value is to be modified 
by the action has an entry that is selectable by a user of the graphical user 
interface, (See Marlin col. 15 lines 45-56, discussing a view table of records within a 
window, col. 16 lines 44-56, describing a "GET" action, and col. 15 lines 45-56, 
discussing arrangement based upon an action flag.) the entry including and one or 
more action fields of the entry that, when the user has selected the entry, the user 
may set to specify the action, the system responding to the identified record field 
and the specified action when the system executes a query that is associated 
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with the action and returns a record that belongs to the set by modifying the 
value in the record field in the returned record that is identified by the entry's first 
field as specified in the one or more action fields of the entry. (See Marlin col. 16 
lines 44-50, discussing a "SET" action to modify an attribute field and col. 15 lines 45- 
56, discussing arrangement based upon an action flag.) 

However, Marlin does not explicitly teach the limitations as claimed. Akifuji, 
though, discloses a first field of the entry that identifies the record field to be 
modified by the action; (See Akifuji col. 4 lines 52-57, discussing an action/division 
table for records.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Akifuji for the benefit of Marlin, because to do so 
would have enabled a system designer to implement a workflow management system 
without modifying existing applications, as taught by Akifuji in the col. 6 lines 59-65. 
These references were all applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., database 
operations. 

Regarding claim 2: Marlin does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as 
claimed. Akifuji, though, discloses wherein the values of the record field identified 
by the entry's first field belong to one of a plurality of types; and the entry's 
action fields are determined by the type of the identified field's values. (See Akifuji 
col. 5 lines 52-57, discussing a corresponding business identification number including 
a plurality of attribute types and an associated action name.) 
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Regarding claim 3: Marlin does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as 
claimed. Akifuji, though, discloses wherein the plurality of types include types 
whose values belong to ordered sets that are defined in the system to which the 
graphical user interface belongs, types whose values specify times, and types 
whose values specify persons. (See Akifuji col. 4 lines 552-62, discussing a record 
format corresponding to a set of division node types, col. 1 1 lines 39-50 discussing a 
"person in charge", and col. 12 lines 5-10, discussing a "start of estimation" time.) 

Regarding claim 4: Marlin teaches wherein the user may set the entry's 
action fields to specify that the record field in the returned record that is 
identified by the entry's first field be cleared. (See Marlin col. 1 6 lines 51 -53, 
discussing the clearing of fields.) 

Regarding claim 5: Marlin teaches wherein the user may set the entry's 
action fields to specify a value and to specify that the value be assigned to the 
record field in the returned record that is identified by the entry's first field. (See 
Marlin col. 16 lines 44-50, discussing the setting of record fields.) 

Regarding claim 6: Marlin teaches wherein when the entry is selected, the 
user may set the entry's action fields to specify an operation by which a new 
value for the record field identified by the entry's first field may be computed 
from a current value which is the identified record field's value in the returned 
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record when the returned record is returned by the query execution. (See Marlin 
col. 16 lines 44-50, discussing the getting and setting of record fields.) 

Regarding claim 7: Marlin does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as 
claimed. Akifuji, though, discloses wherein the value of the record field identified by 
the entry's first field belongs to an ordered set of values; (See Akifuji col. 4 lines 
52-62, discussing a table of records.) and the user may set the action fields to 
specify an increment operation wherein the new value that is assigned to the 
identified record field's value in the returned record is a value that follows the 
identified record field's current value in the ordered set of values. (See Marlin col. 
16 lines 44-50, discussing the getting and setting of record fields, it having been an 
obvious variant to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to increase a value 
by one.) 

Regarding claim 8: Marlin does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as 
claimed. Akifuji, though, discloses wherein the record field identified by the entry's 
first field may have a null value when the record is returned by the query 
execution; and the user may set the entry's action fields to specify an action that 
is to be performed when the identified record field in the returned record has the 
null value and/or an action that is to be performed when the identified record field 
in the returned record does not have the null value. (See Akifuji Fig. 3 #3040, 
showing a 1 st entry value under the "start of estimation" column as NULL, col. 4 lines 
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52-57, discussing actions, and col. 10 lines 37-44, discussing rules triggered for . 
entries.) 

Regarding claim 9: Marlin does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as 
claimed. Akifuji, though, discloses wherein the user may set the entry's action fields 
to specify a reference field in the returned record which is another field that is 
common to records belonging to the set thereof and a reference field operation 
by which a new value in the returned record for the record field identified by the 
entry's first field may be computed from a current value of the returned record's 
reference field, the current value being the value that the returned record's 
reference field has when the returned record is returned by the query execution. 
(See Akifuji col. 10 lines 27-44 discussing user execution and resource selection rules, 
and col. 10 lines 59-65 discussing record selection.) 

Regarding claim 10: Marlin does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations 
as claimed. Akifuji, though, discloses wherein the record field identified by the 
entry's first field in the returned record may have a null value when the record is 
returned by the query execution; (See Akifuji Fig. 3 #3040, showing a 1 st entry value 
under the "start of estimation" column as NULL.) and the user may set the action 
fields to specify a first reference field and a first reference field operation that is 
to be performed when the identified record field in the returned record has the 
null value and/or a second reference field and a second reference field operation 
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that is to be performed when the identified record field in the returned record 
does not have the null value. (See Akifuji col. 10 lines 27-44 discussing user 
execution and resource selection rules, and col. 10 lines 59-65 discussing record 
selection.) 

Regarding claim 11: Marlin teaches wherein the reference field operation 
assigns the current value of the returned record's reference field to the identified 
record field in the returned record. (See Marlin col. 16 lines 44-50, discussing a 
"SET" action.) 

Regarding claims 12-14: Marlin does not explicitly teach the remaining 
limitations as claimed. Akifuji, though, discloses the use of time values entered in a 
variety of ways. (See Akifuji Fig. 3 #3040 and #3060, showing start and completion 
times, and "entered values". It is noted that it was an obvious variant to one skilled in 
the art at the time of the invention as to the time units one used, as the conversion 
among seconds/hours/days/etc. , was well known in the art at the time of the invention.) 

Regarding claim 15: Marlin does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations 
as claimed. Akifuji, though, discloses wherein one of the reference fields is a field 
whose value is always set to the current time when the query execution returns 
the returned record. (See Akifuji Fig. 3 #3050, showing a "completion" time column.) 
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Regarding claim 16: Marlin does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations 
as claimed. Akifuji, though, discloses wherein the identified record field has a 
person value; and the user may set the entry's action fields to specify a role 
reference field in the returned record from which a new person value for the 
record field identified by the entry's first field may be obtained, the role reference 
field being another field common to the record belonging to the set thereof, the 
role reference field referring to an ordered set of person values wherein one of 
the person values is a last-used person value, and the role reference field in the 
returned record obtaining being set to the next person value following the last- 
used person value at the time the returned record is returned by the query 
execution and the value of the identified record field in the returned record being 
set from the value of the role reference field in the returned record. (See Akifuji col. 
12 lines 20-26, discussing the selection of users performing a particular business 
process role.) 

Regarding claim 18: Marlin does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations 
as claimed. Akifuji, though, discloses wherein another action has been specified 
which assigns the person reference field a value from a role reference field; and 
when the returned record is returned by the query execution, actions which 
assign person fields values from role reference fields are performed prior to other 
actions. (See Akifuji col. 12 lines 20-26, discussing the selection of users performing a 
particular business process role.) 
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Regarding claim 19: Marlin does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations 
as claimed. Akifuji, though, discloses wherein the user may further set the action 
fields to directly specify a person value, the identified record field in the returned 
record being set from the directly-specified person value when the returned 
record is returned by the query execution. (See Akifuji col. 12 lines 20-26, discussing 
the selection of users performing a particular business process role.) 
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Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 



applicant's disclosure. 
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Contact Information 



12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert Stevens whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
4102. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 6:00 - 2:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John E. Breene can be reached on (571) 272-4107. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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